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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Repairs need to be made according to suggestions 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

An abstract should contain a brief description of the problem, objectives, methods, results obtained 
and implementation of research results 
Introduction: it is necessary to describe the problem of cowpea so that problem solving is needed 
such as utilizing various plant leaves that can control the problem. If there are previous research 
results, they need to be included in the introduction. 
Research objectives should be presented in sentences without using serial numbers. 
Materials and methods: the workings of determining the treatment should be described clearly here 
and not in the introduction, so that this research can be carried out using the same method. 
Further tests need to be included in the method. 
To compare between the best practices, it is necessary to use further tests, for example honest real 
difference (HSD), smallest significant difference (LSD) or Duncan's 
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